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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-15, 17-23 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-15, 17-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

a. The following claim languages are not clearly understood and indefinite: 



application type. Line 1 1 recites "hybrid device has capability" which is indefinite 
as the device having capability of performing the function dose not define that the 
device will actually perform the functionality as described unless the device is 
actually configured to perform the certain function, applicant is suggested to 
amend the claims as "hybrid device is configured". 

ii. Claims 5, 14, 21 and 22 have similar deficiency as of claim 1 above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



i. 



Claim 1, line 9 recites "application type" it is unclear what constitutes the 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-11, 13-15, 17, 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Watanabe et al. (US Patent Publication no. 2002/003 1328). 

4. As per claim 1, Watanabe teaches the invention as claimed including a user interface 
method of a hybrid device, the hybrid device comprising a plurality of task-handlers 
corresponding to a common function key of an input unit, the task handlers controlled by 
operation of the common function key of the input unit (par. 0053; par. 0045), the user interface 
method comprising: 

receiving information to change priorities of the task-handlers, using the hybrid device 
(par. 0086, lines 4-10); 

changing the priorities of the task-handlers in the hybrid device, based on the received 
information (par. 0086, lines 4-10); and 

storing information regarding the changed priorities in the hybrid device, according to a 
predetermined application type indicating how the changed priorities are to be applied (par. 
0072; par. 0086, lines 4-10; par. 0089; par. 0090; par. 0091), 

wherein: 

the hybrid device has a capability of simultaneously performing a plurality of recording 
and/ or reproducing functions by simultaneously recording data to and/or reproducing data from 
at least one information storage medium (par. 0095; par. 0093); 
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each of the task-handlers of the hybrid device controlled by the operations of the common 
function key controls a different one of the plurality of recording and/or reproducing functions of 
the hybrid device (par. 0045); and 

the priorities of the task-handlers of the hybrid device relate to an order in which the task 
handlers are individually and selectively controlled by the operation of the common function key 
(par. 0024; lines 7-12; par. 0089; operation of playback button). 

5. As per claim 2, Watanabe teaches wherein the receiving of the information to change the 
priorities of the task-handlers comprises receiving from a user, via the input unit: a request to 
change the priorities of the task-handlers from the user (par. 0072; par. 0086, lines 4-10); 

information regarding the common function key selected to change the priorities of task- 
handlers (par. 0084; par. 0086); and 

information to change the priorities of the common function key (par. 0072; par. 0086, 
lines 4-10; par. 0089). 

6. As per claim 3, Watanabe teaches wherein the storing of information regarding the 
changed priorities comprises: receiving information regarding the selected predetermined 
application type, using the hybrid device (par. 0072; par. 0086, lines 4-10); and 

storing the information regarding the changed priorities in the hybrid device, according to 
the selected application type (par. 0086; par. 0087, lines 1-2; par. 0072). 
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7. As per claim 5, Watanabe teaches the invention as claimed including a hybrid device 
comprising: 

a plurality of task-handlers corresponding to a common function key and being controlled 
by the operation of the common function key (par. 0019; par. 0045); 

a display to display information to change priorities of the task-handlers (par. 0070, lines 
9-12; par. 0084); 

an input unit comprising the common function key, to input the information to change the 
priorities of the task-handlers (par. 0045); 

a priority changer to change the priorities of the task-handlers, based on the input 
information (par. 0086, lines 4-10; figure 9); and 

a memory to store information regarding the changed priorities of the task-handlers, 
according to an application type indicating how the changed priorities are to be applied (par. 
0072; par. 0086, lines 4-10; par. 0089; par. 0090; par. 0091); 

wherein: 

the hybrid device has a capability of simultaneously performing a plurality of recording 
and/ or reproducing functions by simultaneously recording data to and/or reproducing data from 
at least one information storage medium (par. 0095; par. 0093); 

each of the task-handlers of the hybrid device controlled by the operations of the common 
function key controls a different one of the plurality of recording and/or reproducing functions of 
the hybrid device (par. 0045); and 
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the operation of each of the task-handlers of the hybrid device is selectively and 
individually controlled by the operation of the common function key, according to the priorities 
of the task-handlers (par. 0024; lines 7-12; par. 0089; operation of playback button). 

8. As per claim 6, Watanabe teaches wherein, in response to a request to change the 
priorities, the display unit displays a menu to select the common function key from a plurality of 
function keys, a menu to change priorities for the selected function key, displays a priority 
change result, and a menu to select the application type (par. 0045(menu button); par. 0084; par. 
0085; figure 9; par. 0090). 

9. As per claim 7, Watanabe teaches wherein the input unit receives the request to change 
the priorities of the task-handlers, information regarding the selected function key, the changed 
priorities, and the application type, and provides the request to change the priorities and the 
information to the priority changer (par. 0084-0086; par. 0090). 

10. As per claim 8, Watanabe teaches wherein the common function key is a "PLAY" key, a 
"RECORD" key, a "STOP" key, a "PAUSE" key, a "FAST FORWARD SCAN" key, or a 
"REWIND SCAN" key (par. 0045; par. 0050). 



11. As per claim 9, Watanabe teaches wherein the priority changer changes the priorities of 
task-handlers corresponding to the selected common function key, based on the request to 
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change the priorities, the information regarding the selected common function key, and the 
changed priorities (par. 0084-0086). 

12. As per claim 10, Watanabe teaches wherein the priority changer implements and changes 
the priorities of the task-handlers using a linked-list (figure 9). 

13. As per claim 11, Watanabe teaches wherein the memory stores the information regarding 
the changed priorities according to information regarding the selected application type (par. 
0072). 

14. As per claim 13, Watanabe teaches wherein the input unit further comprises: a priority 
change request key that a user uses to transmit the information to change priorities for the 
function key (par. 0055; par. 0084; par. 0086). 

15. As per claim 14, Watanabe teaches the invention as claimed including an apparatus to 
change the priorities of task-handlers of a hybrid device, the apparatus (abstract), comprising: 

an input device to input a priority change request from a user, to the hybrid device (par. 

0045); 

a display to display a function key selection menu comprising function keys selectable by 
the user, in response to the and to display a priority menu comprising specific priorities of a 
plurality of the task-handlers of the hybrid device that correspond to a common one of the 
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function keys selected by the user from the function key menu and are controlled by operation of 
the selected common function key (par. 0070, lines 9-12; par. 0084); and 

a priority changer to change the specific priorities of the plurality of task-handlers of the 
hybrid device controlled by the operation of the selected common function key based on the 
selections made by the user from the priority menu (par. 0086, lines 4-10), 
wherein: 

the hybrid device has a capability of simultaneously performing a plurality of recording 
and/ or reproducing functions by simultaneously recording data to and/or reproducing data from 
at least one information storage medium (par. 0095; par. 0093); 

each of the task-handlers of the hybrid device controlled by the operations of the common 
function key controls a different one of the plurality of recording and/or reproducing functions of 
the hybrid device (par. 0045); and 

wherein the operation of each of the task handlers of the hybrid device controlled by the 
operation of the selected common function key is selectively and individually controlled by the 
operation of the selected common function key, according to the specific priorities of the task- 
handlers of the hybrid device controlled by the operation of the selected common function key 
(par. 0024; lines 7-12; par. 0089; operation of playback button). 

16. As per claim 15, it has similar limitation as of claim 8 above. Therefore it is rejected 
under the same rational as of claim 8 above. 
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17. As per claim 17, Watanabe teaches wherein the displayer displays the priorities of the 
task-handlers of the hybrid device controlled by the operation of the selected common function 
key after the priorities changer changes the priority of the task-handlers of the hybrid device 
controlled by the operation of the selected common function key (par. 0070, lines 9-12). 

18. As per claim 2 1 , Watanabe teaches the invention as claimed including a method, 
implemented in a hybrid device, to change priorities of a plurality of task-handlers of the hybrid 
device corresponding to a common function key, the task-handlers being controlled by operation 
of the common function key(par. 0053; par. 0045), the method comprising: 

receiving a request to change priorities of the task-handlers from a user, using the hybrid 
device (par. 0086, lines 4-10); and 

changing priorities of the task handlers in the hybrid device, based on the received 
information (par. 0086, lines 4-10); wherein: 

the hybrid device has a capability of simultaneously performing a plurality of recording 
and/ or reproducing functions by simultaneously recording data to and/or reproducing data from 
at least one information storage medium (par. 0095; par. 0093); 

each of the task-handlers of the hybrid device controlled by the operations of the common 
function key controls a different one of the plurality of recording and/or reproducing functions of 
the hybrid device (par. 0045); and 

the operation of each of the task-handlers of the hybrid device is selectively and 
individually controlled by the operation of the common function key, according to the priorities 
of the task-handlers (par. 0024; lines 7-12; par. 0089; operation of playback button). 
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19. As per claim 22, Watanabe teaches the invention as claimed including a non-transitory 
computer-readable recording medium having a program for controlling a computer to change 
priorities of a plurality task-handlers of a hybrid device, the task handlers of the hybrid device 
corresponding to a common function key of an input unit and being controlled by operation of 
the common function key of the input unit(par. 0053; par. 0045), the program comprising: 

receiving a request to change priorities of the task-handlers from a user (par. 0086, lines 
4-10); and 

changing priorities of the task handlers based on the received information (par. 0086, 
lines 4-10); 

wherein: 

the hybrid device has a capability of simultaneously performing a plurality of recording 
and/ or reproducing functions by simultaneously recording data to and/or reproducing data from 
at least one information storage medium (par. 0095; par. 0093); 

each of the task-handlers of the hybrid device controlled by the operations of the common 
function key controls a different one of the plurality of recording and/or reproducing functions of 
the hybrid device (par. 0045); and 

the operation of each of the task-handlers of the hybrid device is selectively and 
individually controlled by the operation of the common function key, according to the priorities 
of the task-handlers (par. 0024; lines 7-12; par. 0089; operation of playback button). 
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20. As per claim 23, Watanabe teaches wherein the input unit is a front panel of the hybrid 
device or a remote controller of the hybrid device (par. 0044 and par.0045); and 
the task handlers are not part of the input unit (par.0072 and par. 0073). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

21 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

22. Claims 4, 12, 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Watanabe et al. (US Patent Publication no. 2002/0031328), in view of Cottrell (US Patent 
Publication No. 2002/0005435). 



23. As per claim 4, Watanabe do not specifically disclose wherein the information regarding 
the selected predetermined application type comprises information indicating whether the 
changed priorities are to be applied once, are to be applied permanently or are to be set to a 
default setting. 

However Cottrell teaches wherein the information regarding the selected predetermined 
application type comprises information indicating whether the changed priorities are to be 
applied once, are to be applied permanently or are to be set to a default setting (par. 0078) 
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24. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the time of invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Cottrell into the method of Watanabe to have 
application type comprising information indicating changed priorities are to be applied once, 
permanently or default. The modification would have been obvious because one of the ordinary 
skills of the art would be motivated to utilize the teaching of Cottrell to change the priority 
setting of the common function key in once, permanent or default for better configuration of the 
system according to the users need. 

25. As per claim 12, it has similar limitation as of claim 4 above. Therefore it is rejected 
under the same rational as of claim 4 above. 

26. As per claim 18, Cottrell teaches wherein the changed priorities of the task-handlers are 
applied permanently (par. 0078). 

27. As per claim 19, Cottrell teaches wherein the changed priorities of the task-handlers are 
applied once (par. 0078). 

28. As per claim 20, Cottrell teaches wherein the changed priorities of the task-handlers are 
set as default setting (par. 0078). 
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Response to Arguments 

29. Applicant's arguments filed 9/9/2010 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

30. In the remarks applicant argues : 

(1) 112 rejection regarding "application type" by citing different portion of the 
specification and drawing to show the clear support and clarification of the claimed 
limitation. 

(2) Watanabe fails to teach "changing the priorities of the task handlers in the hybrid 
device, based on the received information" and "storing the information regarding the 
changed priorities in the hybrid device, according to a predetermined application type 
indicating how the changed priorities are to be applied" 

3 1 . Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant: 

i. As to point (1), In response to applicant's argument that the specification clearly 
provides support for "application type" applicant is reminded although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

ii. As to point (2), Watanabe teaches a hybrid device having plurality of task 
handlers (par. 0045) wherein the task-handlers as arranged in a list and will be performed 
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in the list order (playback in priority order) and the list order can be sorted (changing 
priority of playback) and stored for execution. The claim limitation of application type is 
indefinite as applicant does not specifically disclose what constitutes the application type 
as discussed above. Examiner interprets the limitation as the different playback 
application type (par. 0089 and par. 0090; sequential playback, intro playback, skip 
playback) available for the playback task-handlers for automatically reproducing the 
sorted titles by the playback. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ABDULLAH AL KAWSAR whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3169. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am to 5:00pm, EST. 



Application/Control Number: 10/829,396 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2195 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng Ai T. An can be reached on 571-272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Li B. Zhen/ /Abdullah- Al Kawsar/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 94 Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 95 



